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WITHDRAWALS AND THE MILITARY SITUATION IN 

SOUTH VIETNAM 


1549, 000 our residual force level? Will there be another withdrawal 
announcement before July 1? 

That depends on developments in the coming weeks. 


Is it still our policy that all our forces will not be withdrawn until 
our POW's have been returned? 

Yes. 


You are withdrawing another 20, 000 at a critical time in South Vietnam. 
Does this mean we still believe Vietnamization is succeeding? 

Yes, the President addresses this point specifically in his speech. 

They have assumed the complete burden of the ground fighting as 

' 1 

well as much of the air fighting, and are giving a good account of 
themselves under extraordinary pressure. The fact that we can 
make further withdrawals in the midst of an all-out offensive is 
testimony to Vietnamization's success. 

How would you characterize the present military situation? 

The President also deals with that. This is a full-scale invasion 
by the DRV with virtually all of its regular forces deployed beyond 
its borders, supported by sophisticated armor, artillery and 
anti-aircraft. 


How have they been doing? 

This is a fluid tactical situation and one hestiates to make rash 
characterizations in the heat of battle) but let me make a few points; 
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--.The Communists have yet to seize any objective of political 

significance after almost a month of fighting. The situation appears 

to have stablized for the moment at An Loc and around Quang Tri 
and Dong Ha. 

-- I would remind those who deprecate ARVN capabilities, that 
during the TET offensive in 1968, when we had 550, 000 troops in 
South Vietnam that Quang Tri and Dong Ha were overrun in a matter 

of days and there was fighting in almost all major population sections 

• ♦ • * ' 

including Hue and Saigon. 

► * ’ • ♦ 

♦ * . 

• ♦ , . . * 

* ■ . i * * 

Have any ARVN units been severely wounded? 

Some ARVN units have suffered reverses but the overall performance 
has been steady and determined. Inevitably some units are going to be 
bloodied m this kindof fighting; but nothing has occurred which would 
shake the overall solidness of the ARVN fighting fabric. 

Don't forget the NVA have suffered enormous losses themselves 
-- perhaps as many as 20, 000 men. 


Q: 

A: 


How about their Air Force? Will they always be so reliant on our air 
support? 

Before the offensive RVNAF was flying most of the tactical sorties 
in South Vietnam, in fact almost all of them. That proportion has 
dropped significantly for the moment. But you must recognize this 

is a surge situation with the NVA throwing e very thing they have into this. 

| i ~ i .. - ' 
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♦ 

If this offensive is contained and defeated, I would say the trend of 
growing GVN self-reliance on its own air assets could continue, 

I should say here that all our field reports unanimously praise the 

i 

performance of the Vietnamese airforce in this fight. They are using 
every air resource they have to the utmost and are flying support 
missions under virtually all weather and military hazards. 

Q: How about local forces? 

A: We have numerous reports of Regional and Popular forces taking 

\ 

* * 1 ** * 

• * ■ ■ ' . • 

on and inflicting heavy losses on better equipped NVA regular* 

, . , • ■ 

Their performance has been heroic* It attests to the determination 

• '4 

* , 4 ‘ * 5 : 

of the South Vietnamese people to defend their land. It shows they 
recognize the situation for precisely what it is -- an outright invasion. 


Q: What about the new and sophisticated equipment the NVA has. How can 

the ARVN cope with that? Does it demonstrate an inadequacy in our 
Vietnamization plan? 

As True, the NVA have introduced new, sophisticated, armor, 

artillery and anti-aircraft into the battle. 

The Vietnamese airforce and our own have had considerable 
success in knocking out their tanks and evading the impact of their 
anti-aircraft weapons. 


Certainly this new weaponery is a cause for concern but we don't 
think it poses insurmountable obstacles. Apart from our knocking out 
much of this equipment, there eventually is a logistical constraint for 


the NVA, Moving fuel and heavy 
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proposition that simply resupplying infantry units. 

In any event, what we are discussing here serves all the more 
to highlight the conventional nature of this invasion and the stripping 
away of any pretense of local insurgency, 

I 

Q: How long can this offensive go on? 

♦ 

A: I don't try to predict that. Much depends on the ARVN response 

and the interaction of that response with Hanoi 1 s capabilities and 

* * . * , 

< ♦ 

intentions, 

i • » • » ‘ 

, * * , * ' 

We don ! t rule out the possibility of lull periods and then recurring 

i 

surges over the next several months. 

- * 

You will recall that in 1968 there were really three offensives, 
each with a declinning degree of intensity -- first at TET, then in 
May and finally in August. 

♦ 

Q: It appears possible that both the House and Senate may soon pass 

"End-the-War" amendments cutting off funds for U, S, operations in 
Vietnam, What will be your response? 

A: The Administration will of course vigorously oppose such legislation. 

« • 

Recognizing the consequences of such action, we do not think that 
Congress would want to take upon itself the responsibility for the 
failture of our policies in Southeast Asia and the breaking faith with 
our allies and the many Americans who have fought in South Vietnam. 




Question: 


Answer: 


THE DIPLOMATIC FRONT 

% 

Why are we agreeing to talk now, when we have been saying 
all along that we won't talk under military pressure? 

The President has always said that he will pursue any 

possible opening for peace. The North Vietnamese have 

pressed hard for the opportunity to talk to us. We are 

willing to hear if they have anything new to say. As the 

t 

President says, we believe the first order of business 

4 

should be to discuss measures to put an end to the North 

Vietnamese offensive, as well as the return of the American 

» * ♦ 

• * • . ' * , » * 

prisoners, 

♦ « 

In any event, we don't believe the fact of talks taking 
place are the real issue, one way or another. In the last 
analysis, what counts is the substance. The North Viet- 
namese have been anxious to resume these talks. Are they 
prepared to talk about ending their invasion, restoring the 
1968 understandings and work seriously towards a negotiated 
end to the conflict? We think we will be able to determine 
their attitude on these subjects pretty quickly, and for this 
reason we and the South Vietnamese have decided to give 
the talks another chance. 
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Question: 

Answer: 


Question: 

Answer: 

Question: 

Answer: 

Question: 

Answer : 


What if there is no progress as you have described it? 

I am giving you our present position. There is no 
useful purpose speculating beyond that at this time. 

I would only add that we are not interested in a sterile 
propaganda debate and would take a dim view of keeping 
the Paris forum open if it turns out that's all Hanoi wants 
out of the exercise. As the President says, we expect 
productive talks leading to rapid progress will follow through 
all available channels. 

. • 

Will private talks resume as well? Xuan Thuy has said 

that Le Due Tho could travel to Paris soon. 

. \ 

• ■ 
f \ * 

We never discuss the subject of private talks. 

Did the GVN readily agree to resumption of the talks? 

Yes, they did. All our moves on the negotiating front 
are done in full coordination with them. 


Your return to the plenary talks sounds as if it is conditional 
on the North Vietnamese agreeing to talk about our priority 
items (halting invasion, POWs). Is it? 

We have not laid down any formal conditions. We have 
simply stated what we expect to happen and what, as far as 
we are concerned, should be the first order of business. These 
will be our principal criteria in determining the usefulness of 
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Question: 

Answer: 


Question: 

Answer : 

Question: 

* 

Answer: 


Question: 

Answer: 

Question: 

Answer: 


Is the agreement to resume plenaries in any way related to 
Kissinger's Moscow trip? 

I won't comment about the content of the Moscow 

discussions. Let me bury once and for all, however, the 

false speculation that we paid any price for either the 

Kissinger trip or the President's trip. 

Was the Vietnam question discussed in Moscow? 

I won't go beyond our April 25 statement and the remarks 

• I 

at the time . 

. ■ , * . . . . ■■ • 

• • » • 

. 

* , >■ . . ■ 

• * . •< • 

, ( « i 

* t 

The inference could be drawn from the April 25 announcement 
and the Kissinger press conference that Vietnam was discussed. 

Obviously Vietnam is a matter of concern to both the 

i 

U.S. and the USSR; but, as I have said, I will not discuss 
the content of those discussions. 

Were any secret deals made on Vietnam during the Moscow 
visit? 

None whatsoever. 

Has the Soviet Union agreed to help deescalate the fighting or 

find a settlement? Has Moscow transmitted any U.S. proposals 
to Hanoi? 

I am just not going to get into the content of our discussions 
in Moscow. As you know, our belief is that peace must be 
made in Paris. 
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Question: 


Answer: 


Do you have any information about a high level Soviet 
delegation travelling to Hanoi? 

I have no information to give you on that. 


Question: 


Answer: 


♦ 

Will the U.S. have new peace proposals to make in Paris? 
We are still waiting for a response to the sweeping 


US-GVN proposals of January 25. In any event, it is very 

difficult to talk about future agreements when Hanoi is in 

♦ ^ 

t 

the process of tearing up past ones* The first order of 
business is to halt the North Vietnamese invasion and 

* * s * . *••... 

»» # * * 

• * . • t 

restore the 1968 understandings. 
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U.S. MILITARY ACTIONS 


What is the purpose of our renewed attacks against North Vietnam? 

You will recall that the President has warned many times 
that if the enemy attempted to take advantage of our withdrawals 
or otherwise violated the 1968 understandings, he would take 

t 

appropriate retaliatory action for three reasons: (a) to protect 
remaining American forces, (b) to permit continued U.S. with- 
drawals, and (c) to prevent the imposition of a Communist regime 

i 

on the people of South Vietnam against their will. 


When will we stop bombing the North, particularly Hanoi & Haiphong? 

' The President's speech will make clear that U.S. attacks on 
military installations in North Vietnam will continue until the 
North Vietnamese stop their offensive in South Vietnam. With 
regard to Hanoi and Haiphong, I do not want to discuss operational 
limitations on U.S. operations against the North. 

How can you justify the renewed bombing of the North since the 
recently revealed NSSM 1 studies indicate that our earlier bombing 
had little or no effect? 

The answer to that question lies in the totally new, conventional 
character of the current North Vietnamese offensive. Their 
heavy reliance on armor and other mechanical equipment and the 
large supply lines needed to support such an offensive makes the 
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enemy more vulnerable to attacks against those supply lines, 
military stockpiles and POL storage areas. The situation is 
entirely different now than in 1968. 

Q: Is the U.S. planning to undertake a blockade or to mine Haiphong 

harbor? 

A: We are going to do what we have to in order to support the 

South Vietnamese in defeating this invasion, but for obvious 

» • 

reasons I am not going to disclose what military plans may be 

, c ♦ 

, * 1 4 

under consideration at this time. 

, • „ " » • 

• ■ 

1 ♦ • ♦ * * 

Q: Did we indeed hit Soviet ships when we bombed Haiphong? 

> . % . 

f 9 * 

• * , I 

A: We have no way of knowing. If Soviet ships were struck, it 

was inadvertent and we have so told the Soviets. 

4 

1 

Q: How can you say you have reduced American involvement when you 

have in fact undertaken a massive air and naval buildup in Southeast 
Asia and used B-52's against the North for the first time? 

A: Our attacksagainst the North are simply a response to the 

enemy's escalation of the fighting. No amount of rationalization 

can change that. This buildup will last only as long as required, 

and one of its purposes is to permit the continued withdrawal of 

American forces from South Vietnam. 
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Q: How heavily involved are U.S. ground forces in the current 

fighting? 

A: Beyond a few advisors with ARVN elements, it is not our 

intention that any American units will be engaged in combat 
except as they may be required to defend themselves and U.S. 
installations from direct enemy attacks. As you know, we have 

only 6 U.S. Maneuver Battalions left in Vietnam in contrast to 

* t • 

the 115 there in' 1968. 

• • * 

■ * • 4 • . w 

. 

Q: Did you promise Moscow that Hanoi and Haiphong would not 

be bombed again? 

* < « 

* . % * C 

l 

A: No. 



Points to Stress 


-- North Vietnam has mounted a massive conventional invasion 
with sophisticated equipment. Almost its entire army is outside its 
borders. There is no longer any pretext of a civil war. 

-- Hanoi alone is responsible for the escalation of the fighting and 
the bloodshed on the ground and in the air. 


-- The South Vietnamese are doing all the ground combat. The 
performance of the regular, territorial and local forces attests to their 
will to defend their country and the success of Vietnamization. 


-- We are not alarmed or panicked by the situation. We must keep 
our cool and avoid conveying any impression of a crisis atmosphere. 

This is just what the Communists want. There will be ups and downs in 
the military situation but we are confident that the overall South Vietname 
position is sound. Continuing U.S. withdrawals reflect our confidence. 


se 


We have not come all this way to abandon our friends in this 
critical and probably decisive phase. The North Vietnamese offensive 

is a challenge not only to South Vietnam but also to our international position. 

--We are returning to the conference table to test communist 
intentions and see if they are prepared to talk seriously about ending their 
invasion, restoring past understandings and working towards an honorable 
settlement. We think we can determine this pretty quickly. 
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-- The first order of business is a halt and rollback of the North 

sible to talk about future agreements 


Vietnamese invasion. It is impos 
with Hanoi while it is in the process of tearing up past ones. 

.. We still greatly prefer a negotiated settlement, but we will 

not make any more unilateral concessions. We will not conclude a 

which makes a mockery of the sacrifices of the Americans 


ettlement 


who have lost their lives in defense of South Vietnam. 





